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June 17, 2004

Sharla Dillon, Docket Manager
Tennessee Regulatory Authonty

460 James Robertson Parkway
Nashville, TN 37238

Re:

Dear Ms Dillon.

Coalition of Small Lec’s

Docket Nos. 03-00585 and 23
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AUBREY B HARWELL, I
W DAVID BRIDGERS
KENDRA E SAMSON
MARK P* CHALOS

DAVID G THOMPSON
CYNTHIA S PARSON
KELTIEMY HAYS
‘CHRISTOPHER D BOOTH
RUSSELL G ADKINS
ELIZABETH S TIPPING

OF COUNSEL
JOHN D CLARKE

Enclosed 1s an original and fourteen copies of the Rural Independent Coalition’s

Supplemental Discovery Requests For Admission Submitted To CMRS Providers.

Thank you for your assistance.

/ym
enclosures

cc: All Counsel of Record

Sincerely,

W%M

William T. Ramsey
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TENNESSEE REGULATORY AUTHORITY

NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE
IN RE:
Petition of Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless ) Docket No. 03-00585
for Arbitration under the Telecommunications Act )
)
SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

SUBMITTED TO CMRS PROVIDERS
BY THE RURAL INDEPENDENT COALITION

on behalf of

Ardmore Telephone Company, Inc.
Ben Lomand Rural Telephone Cooperative, Inc.
Bledsoe Telephone Cooperative
CenturyTel of Adamsville, Inc.
CenturyTel of Claiborne, Inc.
CenturyTel of Ooltewah-Collegedale, Inc.
Concord Telephone Exchange, Inc.
Crockett Telephone Company, Inc.
Dekalb Telephone Cooperative, Inc.
Highland Telephone Cooperative, Inc.
Humphreys County Telephone Company
Loretto Telephone Company, Inc.
Millington Telephone Company
North Central Telephone Cooperative, Inc.
Peoples Telephone Company
Tellico Telephone Company, Inc.
Tennessee Telephone Company
Twin Lakes Telephone Cooperative Corporation
United Telephone Company
West Tennessee Telephone Company, Inc.
Yorkville Telephone Cooperative

"The Coalition of Small LECs and Cooperatives"



BEFORE THE
TENNESSEE REGULATORY AUTHORITY

NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE
IN RE:
Petition of Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless ) Docket No. 03-00585
for Arbitration under the Telecommunications Act )

S

The

UPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

SUBMITTED TO CMRS PROVIDERS
BY THE RURAL INDEPENDENT COALITION

Rural Independent Coalition (hereafter referred to as the “Coalition” or the

“Independents”) submits the following supplemental requests for admission to the Petitioners 1n

the above-r
“Petitioner”

Pre-Hearing

The
contained ir
and Things

19, 2004 on

Each
well as to t
employees,
The

the plural fo

eferenced proceeding (hereafter referred to as the “CMRS Providers” and/or
or “Petitioners”) to be answered in accordance with the schedule set forth by the
Officer.

DEFINITIONS

Coalition incorporates by reference, as i1f set forth fully herein, the Definitions
1 the Coalition’s 1nitial “Interrogatories and Requests for Production of Documents
Submitted to CMRS Providers by the Rural Independent Coalition” served on March
each Petitioner.

INSTRUCTIONS

Request for Admuission is addressed to the personal knowledge of each Petitioner, as
he knowledge and information of each Petitioner’s attorneys, investigators, agents,
and other representatives.

singular form of a noun or pronoun shall be construed to include within 1ts meaning

3 66

rm, and vice versa. The terms “and,” “or,” “each,” “every,” “any,” and “all” as used

herein are terms of inclusion and not exclusion, and shall be construed conjunctively or




disjunctively as necessary to bring within the scope of each request for admission any document
or response that might otherwise be construed outside of the scope of the request

Each of the Requests for Admission shall be admitted or denied in whole or in part If a
portion of a Request for Admission may be admitted, but not the balance of the Request for
Admission, [you should admit so much as is true, and deny only the balance. To the extent that
any Request for Admission 1s denied, provide an explanation of the facts upon which the denial
1s based, and identify the individual responsible for the denial of the Request for Admussion.

These Requests for Admission shall be deemed to be continuing, and you are requested to
supplement {your responses with any information or documents that become available to you at

any time upjto the conclusion of the proceedings herein.

REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

The|Coalition requests that each Petitioner admit or deny the following matters:

Request No. 1

Admut that each member of the Coalition provides the Petitioner with 1ndirect
interconnection permits the Petitioner to terminate traffic to the Coalition member on an indirect

basis and inja manner consistent with all established statutory and regulatory requirements.

RESPONSE:




Request No. 2

Admit that, 1n the context of this proceeding, the FCC’s reciprocal compensation rules

(47 CFR Sec 51.701 et seq,) apply only upon a request from the Petitioner to a Coalition

member to establish an interconnection point between the two carriers (i.e., the Petitioner and the

Coalition member) in order for the Petitioner to obtain transport of its traffic to the Coalition

Member’s end office switch that directly serves the called party.
RESPONSE:
Request No. 3
Please consider the following factual scenario: an intraMTA call (1.e., a call onginated

and termind

ted within the same MTA) is originated by a landline customer, carried by an

interexchange service provider (i.e., not by the landline customer’s LEC) and terminated on the

Petitioner’s
. agreements
and 2) that t
reciprocal c¢

RES

CMRS network. Admit 1) that under this factual scenario, the Petitioner’s
with BellSouth do not require BellSouth to pay Petitioner reciprocal compensation;
he Petitioner proposes 1n this proceeding to require the Coalition members to provide
ympensation under this factual scenario.

PONSE:




Req

Adm
traffic on th
BellSouth.

RES

Req

Adm
compensate
understood
members.

S

[

RE

Req

Adm
on the netw
with BellSo

point billing

nest 4:

it that the Petitioner previously established indirect interconnection to terminate

e network of each Coalition member pursuant to a bilateral agreement executed with

PONSE:

uest 5:

1t that, pursuant to prior effective 2-party agreements with BellSouth, Petitioner
d BellSouth for the termination of traffic on the networks of Coalition members, and

that BellSouth provided compensation for the termination of this traffic to Coalition

PONSE:

uest 6:

it that Petitioner’s obligation to compensate BellSouth for the termination of traffic
orks of Coalition members was modified by the execution of a 2-party agreement
uth which established terms and conditions that the Petitioner refers to as a “meet-

” arrangement or agreement.




RESPONSE:

Request 7:

Admit that

with respect to the “meet-point billing” arrangement or agreement in Request 6,

above, the Betitioner claims that this “meet-point billing” arrangement or agreement 1s consistent

with establi

shed industry guidelines.

RESPONSE:

Request 8:

Admit that the Petitioner established the “meet-point billing” arrangement or agreement

1n Request ¢

5, above, in the absence of any agreement or negotiation with any Coalition member.

RESPONSE:

Request 9:

Admit that Petitioner is not aware of any statutory or regulatory standard or requirement

that would subject any Coalition member to responsibility for the transport of any traffic beyond

the network

border of each respective Coalition member.




Admr
that would d

RES

Req
Adrr

PONSE:

uest 10:
it that Petitioner 1s not aware of any statutory or regulatory standard or requirement

lirect how a LEC chooses to transmit a call to the network of a CMRS provider.

PONSE:

uest 11:

it that Petitioner is not aware of any statutory or regulatory standard or requirement

that would direct how a LEC charges a customer for a call to the network of a CMRS provider.

RESPONSE:

Req

uest 12:

Admut that, with respect to a call between the end user of a landline carrier and an end

user of a C

whether the

within the s

MRS provider, the NPA-NXX of the CMRS customer cannot be used to determine
call originates and terminates within the local calling scope of the landline carrier or

ame MTA.




PONSE:

Respectfully submitted,

NEAL & HARWELL, PLC

. . ~ i

By: 51///(/(26% / D Q/M/*A(7
William T. Ramsey

2000 One Nashville Place

150 Fourth Avenue North

Nashville, Tennessee 37219

(615) 244-1713 Telephone

(615) 726-0573 Facsimile

KRASKIN, MOORMAN & COSSON, LLC

By: j?gf 2 benn /é”éf/éﬂ‘k (17(7 WT/L}

Stephefi G. Kraskin
Kraskin, Lesse & Cosson LLC

2120 L St. N.W. Suite 520
Washington, D.C. 20037

Counsel for The Tennessee Rural Independent Coalition



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, the undersigned, hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been

served on th
day of|

Russ Mintor
Citizens Co
3 High Rudg
Stamford, G

June, 2004,
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e Park
onnecticut 06905

Henry Walker, Esq.

Boult, Cumu
PO Box 198
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Jon E Hasti
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James Lamoureux, Esq.

AT&T
1200 Peach
Atlanta, Ga

ree St N E.
30309

e parties of record indicated below via U.S. Mail and via electronic mail on this the




Certificate of Service, Page 2

Donald L. Scholes
Branstetter, Kilgore, et al.
227 Second [Ave. N.
Nashville, TIN 37219

Timothy Phillips, Esq.

Office of the Tennessee Attorney General
PO Box 20207

Nashville, TIN 37202

Guy M. Hicks, Esq.

Joelle Phallips, Esq.

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
333 Commerce St., Suite 2101
Nashville, TIN 37201-3300

Elaine Cntides, Esq.
John T. Scott, Esq.
Charon Phillips, Esq.
Verizon Wireless

1300 I Street N.W.

Suite 400 West
Washington|, D.C. 20005

Paul Walters, Jr., Esq.
15 East 1** Street
Edmond, OK 73034

Suzanne To
Davis Wrigl
One Embarc
San Francis

Beth K. Fuj
AT&T Wire
7277 164™ 4
Redmond, V

Monica M.
Sprint

6450 Sprint
Overland P

|ler, Esq.

1t Temaine

tadero Center #600
co, Calif. 94111-3611

moto, Esq.

less Services, Inc.
Ave., N E.

VA 90852

Barone, Esq.

Parkway
rk, KS 66251
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Certificate of Service, Page 3

Mr. Tom Sams
Cleartalk
1600 Ute Ave.

Grand Junction, CO 81501

Dan Menser, Esq.
Marin Fettman, Esq.
c/o T Mobile USA, Inc.
12920 SE 38" St.
Bellevue, WA 98006

Mark J. Ashby

Cingular Wireless

5565 Glennridge Connector
Suite 1700
Atlanta, GA 30342
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